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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE (31 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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Detailed Office Action 

1 . This action is in response to the application 09/820126 filed. March 28, 2001. 

2. Claims 1-20 have been examined. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on 
an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for 
patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have 
the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the 
international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty 
in the English language. 

4. Claims 1, 2, 4-7, 9-14, 17-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Anderson et al. (USPN 6,571,246 - Date of Patent: -May 27, 2003, herein referred to as 
"Anderson"). 
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5. As to claim 1, Anderson teaches the invention as claimed, including an electronic device 
that provides an on-line educational course, a method comprising: providing an 
interactive match game applet, wherein said applet generates a graphical user interface 
displaying a set of images and a set of descriptions and allows a user to connect a first 
image and a first description that the user believes to correspond to the first image (col. 3, 
lines 50-67, and col.4, line 60 to col.5, line 15); and forwarding the applet from the 
electronic device to a remote client (col.6, lines 5-15, and col. 6, line 62 to col. 7, line 5). 

6. As to claim 2, Anderson teaches the invention as claimed, wherein the applet renders a 
line between the first image and the corresponding description selected by the user to 
display an association made by the user (col.6, lines 5-15 and lines 35-50). 

7. As to claim 4, Anderson teaches the invention as claimed, wherein said applet permits a 
predetermined number of attempts by the user to each image in the set of images with a 
corresponding description (col.5, lines 1-15). 

8. As to claim 5, Anderson teaches the invention as claimed, wherein said applet 
automatically displays a correct answer to the user after the user surpasses said 
predetermined number of attempts (col. 7, lines 30-40). 

9. As to claim 6, Anderson teaches the invention as claimed, wherein said applet prevents 
the user from interacting with the applet after said predetermined number of attempts 
(col.4, lines 60-67). 

10. As to claim 7, Anderson teaches the invention as claimed, including an electronic device 
that provides an on-line educational course, a method comprising: receiving a request for 
a Web page at the electronic device from a remote client (col.6, lines 35-50); and in 
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response to said receiving step, sending a Web page containing a match game applet 
embedded therein to the remote client, wherein said applet generates a WEB PAGE 
including a set of images and a set of descriptions, wherein said Web page further 
includes instructions to a user to match an image in the set of images with a 
corresponding description (col.3, lines 50-67, and col.4, line 60 to col.5, line 15). 

1 1. As to claim 9, Anderson teaches the invention as claimed, wherein said Web page 
includes an applet tag instructing a browser to execute instructions for running the match 
game applet (col.8, line 1-3, col.5, lines 1-15). 

12. As to claim 10, Anderson teaches the invention as claimed, wherein the match game 
applet includes a definition file defining a correct answer to the question (col.l, lines 30- 
42). 

13. As to claim 11, Anderson teaches the invention as claimed, wherein said Web page 
includes source code, and said definition file is separate from the source code to prevent a 
user from obtaining the correct answer by viewing the source code (col.6, lines 60-67, it 
is inherent because web page is source code). 

14. As to claim 12, Anderson teaches the invention as claimed, including a computer- 
readable medium for use in an electronic device that provides an on-line educational 
course, comprising instructions for running a match game applet for displaying a set of 
images and a set of descriptions corresponding to the set of images, wherein a user can 
match an image from the set of images with a corresponding description in the set of 
descriptions (col.3, lines 50-67, and col.4, line 60 to col.5, line 15). 
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15. As to claim 13, Anderson teaches the invention as claimed, wherein the instructions are 
executable on a virtual machine (Fig.l). 

16. As to claim 14, Anderson teaches the invention as claimed, wherein the instructions are 
stored on a server and downloaded to a local processor of the user (col. 5, lines 1-16) 

17. As to claim 17, Anderson teaches the invention as claimed, including an electronic device 
for providing an on-line educational course comprising a processor (PC 110 with 
processor) ; a display screen (col.6, lines 5-15, and lines 35-45); and a memory including 
a Web page having an interactive match game applet embedded therein, wherein said 
processor executes said match game applet to generate a graphical user interface on said 
display screen, said graphical user interface displaying a set of images, a set of 
descriptions and instructions to a user to match an image from the set of images with a 
corresponding description from the set of descriptions (col.3, lines 50-67, and col.4, line 
60 to col.5, line 15). 

18. As to claim 18, Anderson teaches the invention as claimed, further comprising a browser 
for locating and displaying said Web page (col.6, line 62 to col. 7, line 5). 

19. As to claim 19, Anderson teaches the invention as claimed, further comprising a network 
connection for connecting said electronic device to a computer network (Fig.l). 

20. As to claim 20, Anderson teaches the invention as claimed, further comprising input 
media to allow the user to enter said answer (col.6, lines 1-16). 
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21. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

22. Claims 3, 8, 15, 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Anderson et al., (hereinafter Anderson) U.S. Patent No. 6,571,246 in view of Strub et al, 
(hereinafter Strub) U.S. Patent No. 6,652,287. 

23. As to claim 3, Anderson does not teach providers feedback to the user indicating the 
accuracy of the association made by the user. However, Strub teaches providers 
feedback to the user indicating the accuracy of the association made by the user (col.l, 
lines 50-62). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to combine the teachings of Anderson and Strub to have providers feedback 
to the user indicating the accuracy of the association made by the user because it would 
have an efficient system that can provide specific functions so that a control device can 
use information about the current state of the system to determine the next control action. 

24. As to claim 8, 15, 16, Anderson does not teach an on-line educational course and 
hypertext markup language (HTML) code. However, Strub teaches an on-line 
educational course, hypertext markup language (HTML) code (col.3, lines 45-60, and 
col. 2, line 60 to col.3, line 20). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to combine the teachings of Anderson and Strub to have 
an on-line educational course and hypertext markup language (HTML) code because it 
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would have an efficient system that can provide specific functions that a need for 
instructor and administrator tools in this interactive environment to facilitate monitoring 
of instructors and the online educational forum as a whole. 



Conclusion 



25. Any inquiries concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Tammy T. Nguyen who may be reached via telephone at 
(703) 305-7982. The examiner can normally be reached Monday through Friday between 8:00 
a.m. and 6:00 p.m. eastern standard time. 

If you need to send the Examiner, a facsimile transmission regarding this 
instant application, please send it to (703) 872-9306. If attempts to reach the examiner by 
telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's Supervisor, Bill Cuchlinski, may be reached at (703) 
308-3873. 

TTN 
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